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passed; it was passed into law—rule 
would create 46,000 temporary con-
struction jobs and 8,000 net new perma-
nent jobs. By contrast, a private study 
conducted by NERA Economic Con-
sulting that examined the ‘‘whole- 
economy’’ impact of the rule—and we 
are talking about the Utility MACT; 
that is what put coal out of business in 
a lot of the United States—the study 
estimated that the rule would have a 
negative impact on worker incomes 
equivalent to 180,000 to 215,000 lost jobs 
in 2015, and the negative worker impact 
would persist at the level of 50,000 to 
85,000 such ‘‘job-equivalents’’ annually. 

The EPA estimated its Cross State 
Air Pollution rule would create 700 jobs 
a year. By contrast, the same NERA 
study estimated the rule would elimi-
nate 34,000 jobs from 2013 through 2037. 

It lets you know that the EPA is con-
trolled by the President, and they are 
there to fortify anything he says, even 
though we have studies to show just 
the opposite is true. 

The EPA also estimated its Indus-
trial Boiler MACT rule—every manu-
facturer has a boiler, so this affects all 
manufacturers—would create 2,200 jobs 
a year. By contrast, NERA, in their 
study, estimated the rule would elimi-
nate 28,000 jobs each year from 2013 to 
2037. 

In addition to those examples, the 
National Association of Manufacturers 
did a study that determined the cumu-
lative impact of EPA’s regulations is 
$630 billion annually and totals about 9 
million jobs lost. That did not even in-
clude the cap-and-trade regulations, 
which would cost another $300 billion 
to $400 billion per year. 

The EPA has not yet fully studied or 
disclosed the impact of these rules, but 
we know it is going to be very expen-
sive. 

If we really want to do something 
about unemployment numbers in this 
Nation, we need to hit the brakes on 
EPA’s regulations. Let’s do not worry 
about extending the time of unemploy-
ment compensation, unemployment in-
surance; let’s do something about the 
costly regulations. 

I think everybody knows some of the 
disasters that are taking place in the 
country. They are aware of 
ObamaCare. They are aware of what he 
is doing to the military. They are 
aware of the excessive spending that 
has come from his budgets. But nobody 
talks about the regulations, which 
really exceed the cost of supporting 
greater national debt. 

So my amendment does this by pro-
hibiting the EPA from making any of 
its new regulations final until it com-
plies with requirements under the 
Clean Air Act’s section 321. 

Section 321 was put into the Clean 
Air Act back in 1977, and it was sup-
posed to require the Federal Govern-
ment to state what the job impact 
would be as a result of the various reg-
ulations it pursued. How many times 
has the EPA conducted this study? Not 
once. So that amendment would help 

reduce the impact of EPA’s rules on job 
loss. 

My second amendment would actu-
ally help create jobs. It is really kind 
of unrelated, but since I am talking 
about two amendments that are very 
significant now and would help resolve 
our jobs problem to a great extent, I 
will talk about amendment No. 2605. It 
would help us take advantage of our 
vast domestic oil and gas resources. 

We have seen huge increases in oil 
and gas development in recent years 
due to the advancements in precision 
drilling, hydraulic fracturing, and 
other technologies. These technologies 
have unlocked the shale revolution 
and, because of this, official govern-
ment estimates now predict that we 
will become completely energy suffi-
cient by 2035. 

What they will not tell you is that 
this could happen a lot faster. Right 
now, 83 percent of Federal lands are 
currently off limits to oil and gas de-
velopers. There is not a good reason for 
this. It is just the administration pre-
venting us from having more jobs and 
energy independence. 

You have to keep in mind, we now 
and then hear people from the Obama 
administration saying: Well, wait a 
minute, during the last 4 years or 5 
years, the production has increased by 
some 40 percent. But that is all on 
State property and on private land. On 
Federal land, it has actually decreased 
by about 15 percent because of the war 
against fossil fuels that has taken 
place out of the White House. 

So the amendment I am offering 
would give these resources to the 
States to unlock and develop on their 
own. The assumption here is the States 
should be in a better position to know 
what they want to do with these regu-
lations in their own State and any 
damage that might come to the envi-
ronment—let them make that decision 
instead of the Federal Government 
doing it. 

A recent report by the Institute for 
Energy Research estimated that if we 
completely developed these off-limits 
Federal resources, it would create 21⁄2 
million jobs and generate $14.4 trillion 
in economic activity. But it would also 
help us achieve energy independence by 
2024, 11 years sooner than it would oth-
erwise. 

So if we want to create jobs, this is 
how we can do it. We should embrace 
our energy future and aggressively ex-
pand production. If we want fewer peo-
ple to lose their jobs in the future, we 
should prevent the EPA’s regulations 
from moving forward, at least until 
they fully study the impact the rules 
will have on job losses. 

We have been trying to do this now 
for a long period of time, to determine 
what these costs are. When the Amer-
ican people find out, in terms of the 
dollars of cost and the jobs that are 
lost with excessive regulation, they 
will come and let their feeling be 
known, certainly at election time. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

f 

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
EXTENSION 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I 
have come to the floor today, like so 
many of our colleagues, to talk about 
the urgent need to pass legislation to 
extend unemployment insurance. I was 
encouraged, as I know many of us were, 
that the Senate voted on Monday to 
move to this legislation. I really hope 
that we are able to build on that 
progress and to pass this critical as-
sistance this week. 

Emergency unemployment insurance 
has always had bipartisan support. 
Congress has acted eight times since 
1958, under congressional leadership 
and Presidents from both parties, to es-
tablish extended benefit programs 
when the unemployment rate is too 
high. In fact, as I think a number of 
my colleagues have said, the program 
we are currently looking to extend was 
actually passed when George W. Bush 
was President, with strong bipartisan 
support. 

It is important that we do not turn 
our backs on Americans who are strug-
gling to find work right now. We can-
not afford the economic consequences 
of inaction. Failing to renew unem-
ployment benefits will cost us jobs, it 
will hurt economic growth, it will 
eliminate a critical lifeline for families 
who are struggling to make ends meet. 

While New Hampshire’s unemploy-
ment rate is below the national aver-
age, if you are out of work, your house-
hold is 100 percent unemployed. There 
are too many families in New Hamp-
shire who have already been hurt by 
the expiration of these benefits. Ac-
cording to New Hampshire’s Governor 
Maggie Hassan and our State’s Em-
ployment Security Commissioner 
George Copadis, the lapse in this crit-
ical program has abruptly cut off vital 
support for about 1,350 individuals in 
New Hampshire. For each week that 
extended benefits are not available, an 
additional 500 to 600 New Hampshire 
citizens will exhaust regular unemploy-
ment insurance coverage. 

In total, more than 8,500 citizens of 
New Hampshire could be hurt over the 
course of the next year. That would re-
sult in a potential loss to our economy 
of as much as $14 million, according to 
the State of New Hampshire, and it is 
a particular issue in certain pockets in 
the State. There are counties where 
the unemployment rate is higher, 
where we have more long-term unem-
ployed who are going to find particular 
concern about trying to find a job if 
they do not have any help while they 
are looking. 
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I would ask unanimous consent that 

the letters from New Hampshire’s Gov-
ernor Hassan and from our Commis-
sioner of Employment Security be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

JANUARY 3, 2014. 
Hon. HARRY REID, 
Majority Leader, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 
Hon. MITCH MCCONNELL, 
Republican Leader, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House, 
U.S. House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Democratic Leader, U.S. House of Representa-

tives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MAJORITY LEADER REID, REPUBLICAN 

LEADER MCCONNELL, SPEAKER BOEHNER AND 
DEMOCRATIC LEADER PELOSI: I am writing to 
strongly urge your support for the reinstate-
ment of the Emergency Unemployment Com-
pensation Program, a program that provides 
a critical lifeline to thousands of New Hamp-
shire residents, and also stimulates the econ-
omy and creates jobs as unemployed workers 
purchase essential goods and services. It is 
imperative that Congress takes up this im-
portant issue as soon as it reconvenes. 

The expiration of the EUC program has 
abruptly cut off vital support for 1.3 million 
of our fellow Americans, including approxi-
mately 1,350 individuals in New Hampshire. 
For each week that the EUC program is not 
available, an additional 500 to 600 New Hamp-
shire citizens per month exhaust regular un-
employment insurance coverage. More than 
8,500 citizens of our state could be hurt over 
the course of the next year, resulting in a po-
tential loss to our economy of as much as $14 
million. 

As we continue to recover from the Great 
Recession, we must support measures that 
will encourage economic growth. Although 
New Hampshire continues to experience 
lower unemployment rates than most states, 
there remains a critical need for the EUC 
program as our unemployed workers con-
tinue their efforts to secure employment 
throughout 2014. Failure to reinstate the 
EUC program will undermine our fragile eco-
nomic recovery. 

Again, I urge you to act quickly and rein-
state the Emergency Unemployment Com-
pensation Program. We all need to work to-
gether to ensure that the economy continues 
to grow and that we continue to lend a help-
ing hand to unemployed workers in New 
Hampshire and across the country. 

With every good wish, 
MARGARET WOOD HASSAN, 

Governor. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE EMPLOYMENT 
SECURITY, 

Concord, NH, January 2, 2014. 
Hon. JEANNE SHAHEEN, 
Hart Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR JEANNE SHAHEEN: Our un-
derstanding is the Senate intends to delib-
erate on extending Emergency Unemploy-
ment Benefits (EUC) when they return from 
their break. I wanted to take this oppor-
tunity to provide you with information on 
the number of citizens here in New Hamp-
shire who will be affected by the loss of the 
EUC Program which expired on December 28, 
2013. 

The expiration of the EUC Program is pro-
jected to immediately effect 1,350 individuals 

who will lose their benefits at the close of 
2013. For each week that EUC is not avail-
able, an additional 500 to 600 NH citizens per 
month exhaust regular UI benefits. The high-
est impact over the course of one year would 
be 8,500 citizens of our state. The collective 
loss of these monies in local communities 
could be as high as $14 million in 2014. Al-
though New Hampshire is doing much better 
than most states, there is still a critical 
need for the EUC Program for new 
exhaustees throughout 2014. 

The Department of Employment Security 
fully supports the extension of the EUC Pro-
gram beyond the expiration of December 28, 
2013. As you know the EUC Program provides 
a lifeline for those individuals along with a 
little more time and a little more hope as 
they continue to seek employment opportu-
nities in our communities. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me with 
any issues or concerns you might have re-
garding the extension of the Emergency Un-
employment Benefits. 

I thank you for your time and consider-
ation of my request. 

Sincerely yours, 
GEORGE N. COPADIS, 

Commissioner, New 
Hampshire Employ-
ment Security. 

RICHARD J. LAVERS, 
Deputy Commissioner, 

New Hampshire Em-
ployment Security. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. As these letters 
show, the impact of a failure to extend 
unemployment benefits is very real for 
thousands of working families in New 
Hampshire. Of course, that is true, we 
know, across the country. Failing to 
pass this legislation will hurt our eco-
nomic recovery in New Hampshire. It 
will hurt the Nation’s economic recov-
ery. 

The Economic Policy Institute esti-
mates that the expiration of unemploy-
ment insurance will cost the economy 
310,000 jobs, which is roughly the equiv-
alent of a single month of job growth. 
We know from economists from the 
Congressional Budget Office that each 
dollar we spend on extending unem-
ployment insurance generates about 
$1.50 in economic growth. It is one of 
the best places we can spend public dol-
lars to try to stimulate this economy, 
to create jobs that can ultimately put 
people who are unemployed back to 
work. 

Although the unemployment rate has 
gone down and our economy has shown 
signs of recovery, we still have a lot 
more to do. We have to get more people 
back to work. There is so much on the 
line, for jobs, for hard-working Ameri-
cans, and for our economy as a whole. 
We should pass this legislation on be-
half of workers and families in New 
Hampshire and across this country. 

I also want to point out that I have 
filed an amendment to this unemploy-
ment insurance bill. I hope we will 
have a chance to vote on this amend-
ment. It is identical to a bill I have au-
thored that has 19 cosponsors, includ-
ing the Presiding Officer, the Military 
Retirement Restoration Act. This leg-
islation would replace the military re-
tiree and benefit cuts that have been 
included in the recent budget agree-
ment. It would do that by closing a tax 

loophole that some corporations use to 
avoid paying their share of taxes. This 
provision is designed to address cor-
porations that set up shell entities in 
tax havens to avoid being considered 
an American company and paying at 
the tax rate in the United States. They 
do that even though these companies 
are controlled and operated on Amer-
ican soil. It would ensure that those 
companies pay American tax rates. I 
think most people would agree that 
this kind of tax avoidance is unfair, 
that we should close this tax loophole, 
and we should do that rather than re-
ducing military retiree benefits. 

In addition to the 20 cosponsors of 
the legislation in the Senate, there is a 
similar bill in the House that has 46 co-
sponsors. My idea of how to pay for the 
military retirement benefit is just one 
idea. I know there are other bills that 
have been introduced. I am open to 
those other solutions. But I hope we 
can work in a bipartisanship way to re-
place these cuts before they go into ef-
fect in 2 years. It is important that we 
address this issue for the men and 
women who have served this country so 
well, who have put their lives on the 
line for us. I hope we can do that as 
part of this legislation when we vote on 
it. If we are not able to do that, I cer-
tainly hope we are going to be able to 
address this in the near future. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Pennsylvania. 
f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

PENNSYLVANIA CASUALTIES 
Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I rise to-

night to offer a few brief remarks. I am 
joined on the floor by my colleague 
Senator TOOMEY. We are both here to-
night to read a list of names of those 
who gave, as President Lincoln said a 
long time ago, the last full measure of 
devotion to their country, Pennsylva-
nians who lost their lives in Operation 
Enduring Freedom. 

We know that since the beginning of 
the conflict, Pennsylvania now has lost 
to date—the latest number I have seen 
is 92 killed in action. Tonight we will 
read the names of five who gave that 
last full measure of devotion. 

Before I turn to my colleague, it is 
very hard for me to fully understand or 
appreciate what the loss of a loved one 
means when they lose their life in war. 
We often turn to quote Lincoln or the 
Scriptures. They are both appropriate. 
One of the best descriptions I heard 
was by the songwriter Bruce 
Springsteen. He was writing songs in 
the aftermath of 9/11. He had one song 
where the refrain was ‘‘you’re miss-
ing.’’ Of course, it could apply to a 
family who lost someone in war. 

One of the lines in that song goes 
something like this: You are missing. 
When I turn out the light you’re miss-
ing. When I close my eyes you’re miss-
ing. And when I see the sunrise, you’re 
missing. 
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